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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to: Amendment, filed 01/14/2008; Request for 
Continued Examination, filed 01/14/2008; Information Disclosure Statement, filed 
01/23/2008. 

2. Claims 25-30, 34-46, and 52 are pending in the case. Claims 25, 34, and 52 are 

independent claims. 

3. Claims 25, 34, and 52 have been amended to overcome the previous claim 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. 101 , therefore the previous rejections of claims 25-30, 34-46, 
and 52 for being directed to non-statutory subject matter under 101 have been 
withdrawn. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/14/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 34-46, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by IVIolir et ai. ( "Mohr"), U.S. Patent No. 6,826,727 B1, issued 
November 2004. 

Regarding independent claim 34, Mohr teaches a computer readable medium 
having computer executable instructions for generating instances of a document based 
on a template defining a data structure for the document, since Mohr teaches a system 
for laying out documents with flexible layout process and variable data publishing 
system (col. 2, 1. 40-col. 6, 1. 38; Abstract). Mohr teaches that the template schema 
comprises a template root element (col. 11,1. 10, 1. 43-col. 11,1. 26; col. 13, 1. 39-67); a 
template information element (col. 13, 1. 22-67); a data table element (col. 11,1. 60-col. 
24; col. 12, 1. 65-col. 13, 1. 38), since Mohr teaches content mapping rules to map 
variable data from a database table (col. 13, 1. 2-6), i.e., a data table element. 

Mohr teaches that the template schema comprises an instances element 
including at least one instance element configured to describe how a document is 
constructed (col. 14, 1. 29-45; col. 11, 1. 10, 1. 43-col. 11,1. 26; col. 13, 1. 39-67), since 
Mohr teaches dynamically mapping files into a template container that is a variable 
element (col. 13, 1. 39-67; col. 11, 1. 60-col. 24; col. 12, 1. 65-col. 13, 1. 38; Figs. 49, 50). 
Mohr teaches content mapping rules to map variable data from different template files. 
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and a given template file can be used with content mapping rule sets of different 
projects (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60). 

Mohr teaches that the instance element includes an instance data table element 
and at least one continuations element, the continuations element defining continuation 
handling for data included in the data table element, the instance data table element, or 
both, because Mohr teaches different content mapping rules for different projects and 
elements within the projects, in order to create variable page elements for each project 
(col. 38, 1. 47-col. 40, 1. 53; col. 42, 1. 37-col. 43, 1. 37). 

Regarding dependent claim 35, Mohr teaches that the template information 
element includes descriptive information about the template element (col. 13, 1. 22-67). 

Regarding dependent claim 36, Mohr teaches that the descriptive information 
includes a title element that contains a title for the document at hand (Fig. 50, items 
130C, 130D, and 130E), a description element that is a container for free-form text 
about the template element (col. 13, 1. 6-38), a help text element, which is a container 
for free-form information that may be useful to a consumer of the document (col. 13, 1. 
6-38), and Mohr implies a document type element that is provided to support a type 
element from other schemas or DTDs (col. 12, 1. 65-col. 13, 1. 38), since Mohr teaches 
using content mapping rules, the association of outside files, and mapping element 
content to a digital asset management system. 

Regarding dependent claim 37, Mohr teaches that the template information 
element includes a print constraints element which is a container for special values 
that may be needed or used by a printing environment (col. 41 , 1. 3-55). 
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Regarding dependent claim 38, Mohr teaches that the data table element 
includes data values to be used in a specific instance of a template, (col. 14, 1. 29-45; 
col. 11, 1. 10, 1. 43-col. 11, 1. 26; col. 13, 1. 39-67), since Mohr teaches dynamically 
mapping files into a template container that is a variable element (col. 13, 1. 39-67). 

Regarding dependent claim 39, Mohr teaches that the data table element 
defines a structure of data values that can be accessed by name, or by a combination of 
name and one or more indices (col. 12, 1. 17-col. 13, 1. 37). 

Regarding dependent claim 40, Mohr teaches that the instances element is 
configured to include one or more instance elements, which is implied by the disclosure 
of nested elements (col. 11,1. 2-26) and the mapping of variable values (col. 12,1.16- 
col. 13,1.38). 

Regarding dependent claim 41, Mohr teaches that the instance element is 

configurable to include an instance data table element (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60), a 
pages element (col. 11,1. 43-59), an overlays element, i.e., layout box element (col. 1 1 , 
I. 26-42), a continuations element, i.e., element for designating size and positioning (col. 
42, 1. 37-col. 43, 1. 37; col. 1 1, 1. 20-59; col. 14, 1. 29-45), and a data element (col. 13, 1. 
6-38). 

Regarding dependent claims 42 and 43, Mohr teaches that the pages element 
is configurable to include a page element and the page element is configurable to 
include an overlays element and a composition element (col. 14, 1. 59-col. 15, 1. 12), 
since Mohr teaches that certain template elements can be mapped to variable 
elements, and Mohr teaches mapping variable text elements (col. 11,1. 42-col. 12, 1. 
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24), the nesting of elements to include other elements, and mapping of content into box 
elements and shape elements (col. 13, 1. 6-21; col. 14, 1. 29-45). 

Regarding dependent claim 44, Mohr teaches that the overlays element is 
configurable to include one or more overlay elements, which is implied by the disclosure 
of nested elements (col. 11,1.2-26) and the mapping of variable values (col. 12, 1. 16- 
col. 13, 1. 38). 

Regarding dependent claim 45, Mohr teaches that the continuations element is 
configurable to include one or more continuation elements and one or more overflow 
default elements, which is implied by the disclosure of nested elements (col. 11,1. 2-26) 
and the mapping of variable values (col. 12, 1. 16-col. 13, 1. 38; col. 25, 1. 8-24). 

Regarding dependent claim 46, Mohr teaches that continuation elements are 
configured to be used by a processor to process overflows (col. 42, 1. 36-col. 43, 1. 63). 

Regarding independent claim 52, Mohr teaches a computer readable medium 
having computer executable instructions for generating instances of a document based 
on a template structured according to a schema, since Mohr teaches a system for laying 
out documents with flexible layout process and variable data publishing system (col. 2, 1. 
40-col. 6, 1. 38; Abstract). 

Mohr teaches that the schema comprises a data table element configured to 
contain data that is used to transform an abstract instance of a document template to a 
concrete instance of a document template (col. 11,1. 60-col. 24; col. 12, 1. 65-col. 13, 1. 
38; Figs. 49, 50), since Mohr teaches content mapping rules to map variable data from 
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different template files, and a given template file can be used with content mapping rule 
sets of different projects (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60). 

Mohr teaches that the template has an instances element containing at least one 
instance element, because Mohr teaches different content mapping rules for different 
projects and elements within the projects, in order to create variable page elements for 
each project (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 40, 1. 53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mohr in view of Shiigi et al. ("Shiigi"), U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0014442 A1, 
published January 2003, filed July 2002. 

Regarding independent claim 25, Mohr teaches a computer readable medium 
having computer executable instructions for generating instances of a document based 
on a template structured according to a schema, since Mohr teaches a system for laying 
out documents with flexible layout process and variable data publishing system (col. 2, 1. 
40-col. 6, 1. 38; Abstract). Mohr teaches that the schema comprises a template root 
element (col. 1 1 , 1. 10, 1. 43-col. 1 1 , 1. 26; col. 13, 1. 39-67); and a template information 
element (col. 13, 1. 22-67). 
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Mohr teaches a data table element configured to contain data that is used to 
transform an abstract instance of a document template to a concrete instance of a 
document template (col. 11,1. 60-col. 24; col. 12, 1. 65-col. 13, 1. 38; Figs. 49, 50), since 
Mohr teaches content mapping rules to map variable data between a database and 
different template files, and a given template file can be used with content mapping rule 
sets of different projects (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60). Mohr also teaches mapping 
content from a data table element of content mapping rules (col. 39, 1. 15-51 ; col. 40, 1. 
5-col.41,l.30). 

While Mohr does teach tracking template instances (col. 39, 1. 15-38) Mohr does 
not explicitly teach that the data table element is used to determine the number of 
instances of a document template, however, Shiigi also teaches transforming an 
abstract instance of a document template to a concrete instance of a document 
template (p. 2, par. 0016-0017), because Shiigi teaches a method of creating and 
modifying a template hierarchy. Shiigi is relied upon to disclose determining the number 
of instances of a document template, because Shiigi teaches the use of an object 
model, where a single table in the database holds all file records in the file system, and 
where each file has a unique file ID, including the templates (p. 6, par. 0088-p. 7, par. 
0090). Because Shiigi teaches a method of defining a template hierarchy (p. 10, par. 
01 19), and storing and recording each file in a database table where each file has a 
unique ID, Shiigi teaches a data table linked to an object model which can be used to 
determine the number of instances of a document template. 
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Mohr teaches that the schema comprises an instances element containing at 
least one instance element (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60), which describes how each 
individual instance of the document is constructed (col. 14, 1. 29-45; col. 11,1. 43-col. 
11,1. 26; col. 13, 1. 39-67), since Mohr teaches dynamically mapping files into a 
template container that is a variable element (col. 13, 1. 39-67; col. 42, 1. 37-col. 43, 1. 
37). 

Both Mohr and Shiigi are directed toward creating and managing document 
templates. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the template hierarchy and database disclosed by Shiigi with 
the template content mapping system and database disclosed by Mohr, since both 
systems had many of the same components, including linked templates and a database 
table, and it would have been both obvious and desirable to track the files in the 
database table with unique IDs as disclosed by Shiigi, thereby providing a framework for 
developing documents using template inheritance that was more robust and simpler to 
manage than the traditional file directory model of conventional web applications (Shiigi, 
p. 2, par. 0021). 

Regarding dependent claim 26, Mohr teaches that the instance element is 
configurable to include an instance data table element (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60), a 
pages element (col. 11,1. 43-59), an overlays element, i.e., layout box element (col. 1 1 , 
I. 26-42), a continuations element, i.e., element for designating size and positioning (col. 
42, 1. 37-col. 43, 1. 37; col. 1 1, 1. 20-59; col. 14, 1. 29-45), and a data element (col. 13, 1. 
6-38). 
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Regarding dependent claim 27, Mohr teaches that the pages element is 
configurable to include a page element and the page element is configurable to 
include an overlays element and a composition element (col. 14, 1. 59-col. 15, 1. 12), 
since Mohr teaches that certain template elements can be mapped to variable 
elements, and Mohr teaches mapping variable text elements (col. 11,1. 42-col. 12, 1. 
24), the nesting of elements to include other elements, and mapping of content into box 
elements and shape elements (col. 13, 1. 6-21; col. 14, 1. 29-45). 

Regarding dependent claim 28, Mohr teaches that the overlays element is 
configurable to include one or more overlay elements, which is implied by the disclosure 
of nested elements (col. 11,1. 2-26) and the mapping of variable values (col. 12,1.16- 
col. 13,1.38). 

Regarding dependent claim 29, Mohr teaches that the continuations element is 

configurable to include one or more continuation elements and one or more overflow 
default elements, which is implied by the disclosure of nested elements (col. 11,1. 2-26) 
and the mapping of variable values (col. 12, 1. 16-col. 13, 1. 38; col. 25, 1. 8-24). 

Regarding dependent claim 30, Mohr teaches that the instance data table 

element is configurable to include one or more datum elements, which is implied by the 
disclosure of nested elements (col. 11,1. 2-26) and the mapping of variable values (col. 
12, 1. 16-col. 13, 1. 38). 
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Response to Arguments 

1 . In response to applicant's arguments regarding the claim rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 101 (Remarks, p. 6 and 9-10), claims 25, 34, and 52 have been amended by 
applicant to overcome the previous claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. 101 , therefore the 
previous rejections of claims 25-30, 34-46, and 52 for being directed to non-statutory 
subject matter under 101 have been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 01/14/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding the rejections of Independent 
claim 25 (Remarks, p. 7-9), Mohr does teach that the schema comprises a data table 
element configured to contain data that is used to transform an abstract instance of a 
document template to a concrete instance of a document template (col. 11,1. 60-col. 24; 
col. 12, 1. 65-col. 13, 1. 38; Figs. 49, 50), since Mohr teaches content mapping rules to 
map variable data from different template files, and a given template file can be used 
with content mapping rule sets of different projects (col. 38, 1. 47-col. 39, 1. 60). 
Further, a new ground of rejection, the Shiigi publication, is now being relied upon to 
teach the newly claimed limitation of independent claim 25, ...and to determine the 
number of instances of a document template. 

Regarding the arguments for dependent claim 26 (Remarks, p. 9-10), In 
response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., the 
specific interpretation of "continuations element" in the specification) are not recited in 
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the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1 181 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). It is further noted that, Mohr does teach 
a continuations element at col. 42, 1. 37-col. 43, 1. 37 since Mohr teaches handling text 
layout flow under different arrangements. 

Applicant's remaining arguments regarding the rejections of claim 25 (Remarks, 
p. 10-11), rely on an analysis of the XML code in Fig. 4 of Mohr, which was not cited in 
the claim rejection of claim 25. It is respectfully noted that the Mohr patent includes 64 
figures, at least 20 of which list computer code. Therefore applicant's analysis of the 
XML code in Fig. 4 of Mohr is incomplete in that it does not take into account the 
portions of Mohr cited in the rejection of claim 25, nor the other listings of computer 
code disclosed by Mohr. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Noviketal. U.S. Patent No. 7,100,167 B2 issued August 2006 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AMELIA RUTLEDGE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:30 - 6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

AR 

/Amelia Rutledge/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2176 



